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Mr. Dave Hensley (6EN-AS)

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1445 Ross Avenue, Suite 1200

Dallas, Texas 75202-2733

Re: Clean Air Act Section 114 Request for Information
Williams Olefins, LL.C — Geismar Facility

Dear Mr. Hensley:

Williams Olefins, LLC (Williams) received, via Certified Mail, a Request for
- Information under Section 114(a) of the Clean Air Act, on June 13, 2014. The EPA
granted Williams an extension of time until August 13, 2014.

Williams objects to the 114 Request to the extent that the information requested is
beyond the scope of Section 114 of the Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C. § 7411. Williams further
objects to the Request to the extent that it is vague, unclear, or ambiguous. Williams
further objects to the extent any requests call for documents or information that are
privileged or otherwise protected from disclosure. Williams will not produce any such
information or documents in response to EPA’s request. Subject to such objections,
Williams responds to the 114 Request as follows:

QUESTION NO. 1 ‘Who owns and operates the Facility?

RESPONSE NO. 1 The Facility owned by Williams Olefins, LLC and SABIC.
' Williams Olefins, LLC operates the facility.

QUESTIONNO.2 - Is the Facility a stationary source pursuant to 112(r)(2)(C) of
the CAA, 42 US.C. § 74127 Are the heat exchanger vessels
stationary sources pursuant to 112(r)(2)(C) of the CAA, 42
US.C. § 74127 Is the propylene fractionation tower a
stationary source pursuant to 112(r)(2)(C) of the CAA, 42
US.C. § 74127 ‘

RESPONSENO. 2 Williams objects to this request as vague and ambiguous with
reference to “heat exchangers.” In responding to this request,
Williams understands this phrase to refer to the EA-425A and B
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QUESTION NO. 3

RESPONSE NO. 3

QUESTION NO. 4:

RESPONSE NO. 4:

QUESTION NO. 5

RESPONSE NO. 5
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- reboilers. Williams further objects that this request calls for a

legal conclusion. Without admitting any questions of law,
Williams responds that one or more stationary sources exist at the
Facility. The EA 425A and B reboilers are part of a stationary
source when they are in operation, The DA-406 propylene
fractionation tower is part of a stationary source when it is in
operation.

Limited to regulated substances identified at 112(r)(3) of the

- CAA, 42 US.C. § 7412, or “other extremely hazardous

substances” as used in 112(r)(1) of the CAA, 42 US.C. §
7412, please identify all substances produced, processed,
stored, or handled at the facility, including specifically any
associated with the heat exchanger vessels and propylene
fractionation tower.

Williams objects that this request calls for a legal conclusion, is
vague and ambiguous, and is unduly burdensome. Without
admitting any question of law, Williams refers to the 5-year Risk
Management Plan update, submitted to EPA on August 7, 2014,
which contains responsive information for the facility. The
propylene fractionation system separates propylene and propane.
Responsive information can be found at WMS_EPA 0000001-
18.

Was the heat exchanger vessel that exploded and burned on
June 13, 2013, in use at the time of the release, explosion and
fire? ‘

Williams objects that this request assumes facts that are contrary
to the evidence. The EA-425B reboiler did not “explode and
burn” on June 13, 2013. Williams is informed and believes that
the EA-425B reboiler was not in service on June 13, 2013.
Responsive information can be found at WMS_0012143.

What substances were in the heat exchanger vessel that
experienced a release, fire, and explosion on June 13, 20137

Williams objects that this request assumes facts that are contrary to
the evidence. Williams is unable to determine what specific
“substances” were in EA-425B at the time of the June 13, 2013
incident.
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RESPONSENO. 6
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When was the last time, before the release, fire, and explosion
that occurred on June 13, 2013, that the heat exchanger had
been used? What had it been used for and what substances had
been involved in that use?

The EA-425B reboiler was removed from service on or about June
9, 2011. Prior to that date, the EA-425B reboiler heated bottoms
materials from the DA-406 fower using quench water.
Responsive information can be found at WMS 0003701,

- 0011435, 0012143, 0026207, and 0026418,

Was there a pressure relief device in operation on the heat
exchanger vessel that experienced a release, fire, and explosion
on June 13, 20137 If so, then was the pressure relief device in
use? If not, then please explain why no pressure relief device was
in use on that day. How does Williams decide when to have
pressure relief available to a piece of equipment? Is there a
written process for determining when pressure relief is needed on
equipment? If so, then please attach a copy.

Williams objects to this request as vague, ambiguous, and
overbroad. There was no dedicated pressure relief device on the
out-of service heat exchanger vessel (EA-425B) reboiler that
ruptured on June 13, 2013, Pressure relief was to be provided to
the heat exchangers serving the propylene tower via a relief valve
located on the propylene fractionator tower overhead line as
documented in the fractionation section P&ID previously
produced to the EPA with the Bates numbers WMS 0009728.
That relief valve (SV-421) was in use on the day of the incident,
However, the two process block valves on the out-of service EA-
425B reboiler were blocked in on the day of the incident, thereby
isolating it from SV-421 relief valve. On June 13, 2013 EA-425A
was in service, EA-425B was out of service. Williams uses a
combination of regularly-scheduled Process Hazard Analysis
studies on each operating area of the plant, and pressure relief
engineering studies by independent consultants to determine when
changes to the pressure relief system are needed. See the PHA
excerpts noted in Response Nos. 9 and 10. Williams® written
policies and standards for relief system design and overpressure
protection are attached at WMS_ 0009728 and WMS 0049548,






Mr. Dave Hinsley -
August 12, 2014
Page 4

QUESTION NO. 8

RESPONSE NO. 8

QUESTION NO. 9
RESPONSE NO. 9;

QUESTION NO. 10

RESPONSE NO. 10
QUESTION NO. 11

RESPONSE NO. 11

QUESTION NO. 12

RESPONSE NO. 12

4830268v1

When designing the facility why was the heat exchanger vessel
located in such close proximity to the propylene fractionation
tower? Could it have been placed further away? If not, then
please explain.

Williams did not design the facility and therefore is not aware of
all the factors that may have been considered in determining the
location of the EA-425 reboilers.

Has the Facility performed a process hazard analysis related to the
heat exchanger vessels? If so, then was the possibility of a release,
fire, or explosion in the heat exchanger vessel identified as a
potential issue? Please attach a copy of the document.

Responsive information can be found in the 2011 PHA report,
which Williams has already produced to EPA [WMS 0004986 —
WMS_0005337].

Has the Facility performed a process hazard analysis related to
the propylene fractionation tower? If so, then was the
possibility of a release, fire, or explosion in the heat exchanger
vessel identified as a potential issue? Please attach a copy of
the document.

Responsive information can be found in the 2011 PHA report,
which Williams has already produced to EPA [WMS_0004986 —
WMS_0005337].

Provide a' detailed timeline of all relevant events leading to,
and during, the June 13, 2013, release, fire, and explosion at
the facility.

Williams objects that this request is vague and ambiguous.
Subject to this objection, and based on clarification provided by
EPA on June 30, responsive information can be found at
WMS_EPA 0000019 _Confidential Business Information.xlsx.

Provide a description of the on-site impacts of the release,
explosion, and fire that occurred on June 13, 2013, including
deaths, injury, or property damage.

Williams provided the requested information in the required 6
month update to the 5 year accident history submitted to EPA via
the RMP-Submit program originally on December 12, 2013. The
requested information can be found on pages 11-12 of the 5 year
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update  submitted on  August 7; 2014 found at
WMS_EPA_0000001-18.

Provide a description of the off-site impacts of the release,

explosion, and fire that occurred on June 13, 2013, including
any impacts of blast, fire or explosmn shelters in place road-
closures, etc. Were there any injuries or deaths associated with
off-site impacts‘?

The fire event that occurred on June 13, 2013 did not result in.
environmental damage or offsite injuries or deaths. Williams
understands that despite the lack of offsite impacts, Ascension
Parish issued a shelter-in-place notice at 9:10 AM upon receiving
a general emergency notification from Williams.,  Ascension
Parish issued an “all clear” notification at 1:25 PM. The
Louisiana State Police closed off streets surrounding the facmty
Offsite air monitoring did not indicate an exceedance of any
ambient air standard. Expert reports (Zannetti and Kind) filed
with the U.S. District Court — Eastern District by Williams are
attached.

LDEQ posted results of ambient air testing on the website at
httn://www.deq.louisiana.gov/portal/WilliamsOlefins.aspx

Documents with relevant information can be found at
WMS 0012556 and 0061934 and WMS _EPA 0000020-55,
0000056-57 and 0000058-113.

Describe all activities undertaken by Williams Olefins in
response to the June 13, 2013, release, fire, and explosion at the
facility to prevent or mitigate further releases, releases, fires, or
explosions at the facility.

Williams objects to this request as vague and ambiguous,
overbroad and unduly burdensome. As part of its incident
investigation, Williams is developing, tracking and resolving
action items. Those action items developed to date are identified
in the document labeled WMS EPA 0000019 Confidential
Business Information.xlsx. In addition, Williams is devoted to
continuous improvement of its safety programs. These efforts
have continued since the June 2013 incident, although not
necessarily “in response” to the incident. Such projects have
included, among others:
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o Inspections and fitness for service evaluations of
equipment in the fire zone

e Site-wide pressure relief survey'based on API RP 521

e Upgraded safety instrumented systems on furnaces and
emergency relief protection on certain pressure vessels

o Brittle fracture screening of all SA-212 pressure vessels
In addition, please see WMS_EPA_(000001-18.

Has Williams Olefins, LLC, or any contractor or any other
party working on behalf of Williams Olefins, undertaken an
audit or investigation into the events leading to or causes of
the June 13, 2013, release, fire, and explosion at the facility? If
so, then please provxde a copy of any final or draft copies of
the document.

Williams objects that this request to the extent it calls for
disclosure of information subject to the attorney client privilege,
attorney work product doctrine, and self-critical evaluation
privilege. Williams will not prov1de any privileged information in
response to this request. In accordance with regulatory
requirements, Williams has been undertaking an investigation of
the June 2013 incident. This investigation is not yet complete, and
pending results of metallurgical testing being performed by the
United States Chemical Safety and Hazard Investigation Board,
no final report has been completed or approved. A preliminary,
draft document prepared by the investigation team is attached at
WMS _EPA 0000019 Confidential Business Information.xlsx.
Preliminary information was provided on the 6 month update to
the 5 year accident history, originally submitted December 12,
2013 to EPA and revised on August 7, 2014. In addition,

preliminary information was provided to the Louisiana

Department of Environmental Quality in reports found at WMS
EPA_0000116-142.

Has any insurance company or any entity working on behalf of
an insurance company undertaken an audit or investigation into
the events leading to or causes of the June 13, 2013, release,
fire, and explosion at the facility? If so, then please provide a
copy of any final or draft copies of the document.






Mr. Dave Hinsley
August 12, 2014~
Page 7

RESPONSE NO. 16:

QUESTION NO. 17:

RESPONSE NO. 17:

QUESTION NO. 18:

RESPONSE NO. 18:

QUESTION NO. 19;

RESPONSE NO. 19:

4830268v1

Williams is not aware of any responsive information.

Are you aware of any other audit or investigation into the events
leading to, or causes of, the June 13, 2013, release, fire, and
explosion at the facility? If so, then please provide a copy of any
final or draft copies of the document that are in your possession.
Otherwise please identify the individual or entity that has
undertaken the audit or investigation, including a contact name,
address, and other pertinent contact information.

Williams incorporates its obj ections and response to Request No.
15. In addition, Williams is informed and believes that OSHA,

‘CSB, the Lou1s1ana Department of Environmental Quahty

(“LDEQ”) the Louisiana State Police and EPA are conducting
or have conducted investigations of the June 13, 2013 incident.
See WMS_EPA _0000114-169.

Were there trouble shooting activities underway at the time
of the release, fire, and explosion on June 13, 2013? If so,
then please describe what activities had taken place or may
have taken place before the release, fire, and explosion. Were
there standard operating procedures (SOPs) for these
activities? If so, then please attach copies of all relevant
SOPs.

Williams objects that this request is vague and ambiguous,
overbroad and unduly burdensome. Subject to this objection, and
based on clarifications EPA provided on June 30, Williams is
informed and believes that on the moming of June 13, 2013, the
quench water pump was switched to the spare to determine if this
would provide greater quench water flow. Additional responsive
mformation is included in the document labeled
WMS_EPA 0000019 Confidential Business Informationxlsx
and WMS EPA (0000170-211.

How many times had the Propylene Fractionator quench water
system been trouble shot for low flow prior to the release, fire,
and explosion on June 13, 20137

Williams objects that this request is vague and ambiguous,
overbroad, unduly burdensome and calls for speculation. Based
on the information currently available to it, Williams is unable to
determine what responsive information exists, if any.
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Describe the operations and maintenance history of the Propylene
Fractionator quench water system for the year prior to the release,
fire, and explosion on June 13, 2013.

[

Williams objects that this request is vague and ambiguous. Based
on clarification provided by EPA on June 30, Williams
understands that this question pertains only to equipment
providing quench water to the Propylene Fractionator Reboilers
(e.g. the Quench Tower (DA103), Quench Settler (FA114),
Quench Water Pump (GA103), Propylene Fractionator Reboiler
(EA-425A/B) and Quench Water Coolers (EA-120A/B and
EA121). Based on this clarification, Williams responds that the
quench water system operated continuously during the year prior
to June 13, 2013. Maintenance records for the quench water
system for the period June 2012 through June 2013 can be found
at WMS_EPA 0000212-283.

Does Williams Olefins have a standard of practice or other
guideline delineating when a standard operating procedure needs
to be written for emergency or temporary operations? Provide
documentation of this standard or practice or guideline.

Williams objects that this request is vague and ambiguous.
Williams develops operating procedures in accordance with 40
C.F.R. Part 68 and 29 C.F.R. 1910, et seq.

What is the schedule for mechanical integrity inspections, both
internal and external, for the EA-425B Propylene Fractionator
Overhead Reboiler? What is the basis for this schedule?

Williams objects to this request as vague and ambiguous. For
clarity, the correct name is for the referenced equipment is
Propylene Fractionator Reboiler. Williams understands this
request to refer to pressure vessel inspections described in API
510. The frequency of these inspections is determined based on
the provisions of API 510 and any applicable legal requirements.

When was the last inspection of EA-425B Propylene
Fractionator Overhead Reboiler? Please provide the results of
this inspection.

The last full inspection of the EA-425B reboiler occurred on
November 29, 2005. Points 29-44 were retested on December 8,
2009.  Both the 2005 and the 2009 reports are attached.
Responsive information can be found at WMS EPA 0000284-
287.
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Please identify, and provide a copy of, any industry standard,
internal standard, or manufacturer’s recommendations you
followed with respect to the mechanical integrity of piping and
related process equipment in the affected process units associated
with the release, fire, and explosion on June 13, 2013.

Williams objects that this request is vague and ambiguous,
overbroad and unduly burdensome. Subject to this objection, and
based on clarification provided by EPA on June 30, Williams
responds that it follows API-510 for the inspection of pressure
vessels and API-570 for the inspection of piping as documented in
the attached internal procedures. Other standards and procedure
may apply to a particular piece of equipment, or a specialized form
of inspection or testing, depending on the circumstances.

Responsive information can be found at WMS_(49455-68

andWMS_EPA 0000288-387.

On the inspection record of the EA-425A Propylene
Fractionator Overhead Reboiler dated October 12, 2010,
(WMS _0009799), explain the absence of thickness
measurements documented for Test Points 1-28.

In 2005, EA-425A was inspected and metal thickness
measurements were made. The inspection report is attached at
WMS _EPA 0000388-389. In accordance with API 510, the next
inspection is due by 2015. Points 29 through 42 were retested in
2010. Points 1-28 were not included in this retest but will be
inchuded in the next scheduled inspection:

Were any mechanical integrity issues with EA-425B
Propylene Fractionator Overhead Reboiler known prior to June
13,2013?

Williams objects that this request is vague and ambiguous with
respect to the phrase “mechanical integrity issues.” Subject to this
objection, and based on clarification provided by EPA on June 30,
Williams responds that it is not aware of any mechanical integrity
issue with EA-425B prior to June 2013. Although not a
mechanical integrity issue, a tube leak was discovered in 2012,
and corrective action was taken at that time.

What safety measures were in place at the time of the incident to
prevent over pressurization of EA-425B Propylene Fractionator
Overhead Reboiler?
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RESPONSE NO. 27: The EA-425B reboiler was cleaned pressure tested with nitrogen
and lefi-out-of-service.
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Enclosure B

Clean Air Act Section 114 Information Request
Statement of Certification

I certify under penalty of law that I have examined and am familiar with the information in the
enclosed documents, including all attachments. Based on my inquiry of those individuals with
primary responsibility for obtaining the information, I certify that the statements and information are,
to the best of my knowledge and belief, true and complete, I am aware that there are significant
penalties for submitting false statements and information, including the possibility of fine and
imprisonment for knowing violations.

Signature: i/(ldw B/WJJU

g &
Printed Name: L QYV'\! Bo\y‘e h

Office or Title: Dnmc’for', Oge\raf:om and Technical Seruices

Date: 9- ’A‘ “"

4830268v1







UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION 6
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CERTIFIED MAIL — RETURN RECIEPT REQUESTED: 7007 3020 0002 5102 2087

L.G. Bayer

Director, Gulf Olefins Operations
Williams Olefins, LLC

Post Office Box 470

5205 Highway 3115

Geismar, LA 70734

Re:  Clean Air Act Section 114 Information Request
Dear Mr. Bayer:

Enclosed is an Information Request (Request) issued to Williams Olefins, LLC’s
Geismar Olefins Plant under the authority of Section 114 of the Clean Air Act. The purpose of
this Request is to obtain information regarding the explosion and fire incident that occurred on
June 13,2013.

Please provide the information requested within thirty (30) working days of your receipt
of this letter to Dave Hensley (6EN-AS) at the above address. If you have any questions, need to
request an extension, or wish to schedule a meeting to discuss this request, please contact
Dave Hensley, of my staff, at 214-665-6739.

John Blevins

Director

Compliance Assurance and
Enforcement Division

Enclosure





Enclosure A

Information Re(juest :
Williams Olefins, LLC’s Geismar Olefins Plant

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Region 6 is issuing this request for
information to Williams Olefins, LLC’s Geismar Olefins Plant pursuant to Section 114 of the
Clean Air Act (CAA), 42 U.S.C. §7414 for the purpose of determining compliance with the
CAA, including CAA section 112(r). Section 114(a) authorizes the Administrator of EPA to
require the submission of information. The Administrator has delegated this authority to the
Director of the Compliance Assurance and Enforcement Division, EPA Region 6. This
information request pertains to Williams Olefins, LLC’s Geismar Olefins Plant located in
Geismar, Louisiana.

You must submit all requested information under an authorized signature on the certification
statement in Enclosure B, which provides:

I certify under penalty of law that I have examined and am familiar
with the information in the enclosed documents, including all
attachments. Based on my inquiry of those individuals with
primary responsibility for obtaining the information, I certify that
the statements and information are, to the best of my knowledge
and belief, true and complete. I am aware that there are significant
penalties for submitting false statements and information,
including the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing
violations.

We may use any information submitted in response to this request in an
administrative, civil, or criminal action.

All information responsive to this Request should be sent to the following:

Dave Hensley (6EN-AS)

U.S. EPA Region 6

1445 Ross Avenue, Suite 1200
Dallas, TX 75202-2733

L. Instructions

1.. If information or documentation not known or not available to you as of the date of
submission of a response to this Request should later become known or available to you,
you must supplement your response to EPA. Moreover, should you find, at any time
after the submission of your response, that any portion of the submitted information is

1
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you must supplement your response to EPA. Moreover, should you find, at any time
after the submission of your response, that any portion of the submitted information is
false of misrepresents the truth, you must notify EPA of this fact as soon as possible and
provide EPA with a corrected response. There are significant penalties for submitted
false information, including the possibility of fine or imprisonment.

2. For each document produced in response to this Request, indicate on the document, or in
some other reasonable manner, the number of the question to which it responds. Please
submit all information for each question in a logically sequenced, bound format.

3. Please provide a separate response to each question and subpart of a question set forth in
this Request and precede each answer with the number of the question to which it
corresponds. " '

4. In your response to each question, identify each person answering the question, including
- each person answering any subparts of the question, as well as each person consulted in
the preparation of your response.

5. For each question, identify each document consulted, examined, or referred to in the
preparation of the response or that contains information responsive to the question, and
provide a true and correct copy of each such document if not provided in response to
another specific question. Indicate on each document produced in response to this
Request the number of question to which it corresponds.

" 6. If you have previously provided information responsive to one or more of the questions
in Part IV of this information request, please either (1) re-submit the information with
your response to this information request or, (2) in your response to such questions,
identify the information previously provided to EPA, indicate the date and the person to
whom you provided the information and acknowledge that the certification of your
response to this information request (see Enclosure B) also applies to the information you
previously submitted. Additionally, please be sure to include the identity of each person
answering or consulted in the preparation of previously submitted documents pursuant to
instruction number four of this part.

7. Failure to submit requested information in accordance with statutory or regulatory
requirements constitutes a violation of the CAA.

IL Confidential Business Information

You must provide the information requested even though you consider it confidential
information or trade secrets. You may assert a business confidentiality claim for part or all of
the information requested, as described below and set forth in 40 C.F.R. Part 2, Subpart B.
Information covered by such a claim will be disclosed by EPA only to the extent and only by
the procedures set forth in 40 C.F.R. Part 2, Subpart B. If no confidentiality claim
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accompanies the information when EPA receives it, the information may be made available
to the public by the EPA without further notice to you. 40 C.F.R § 2.203(a); see also
41 Fed. Reg. 36,902 (Sept. 1, 1976); 43 Fed. Reg. 4,000 (Dec. 18, 1985).

If you wish EPA to treat any information or response as confidential, you must advise EPA
and comply with the following procedures. Place on or attach to the information at the time -
it is submitted to EPA a cover sheet, stamped or typed legend, or other suitable form of
notice employing such language as trade secret, proprietary, or company confidential. You
must clearly identify allegedly confidential portions of otherwise non-confidential documents
and you may want to submit these separately to facilitate identification and handling by EPA.
If you seek confidential treatment only until a certain date or until occurrence of a certain
event, state this in your notice. Include an explanation of your claim that disclosure of the
information would likely result in substantial harmful effects on your business’ competitive

~ position, referring to the applicable substantive criteria in 40 C.F.R. § 2.308. Specify the
harmful effects, why they should be viewed as substantial and the causal relationship
between disclosure and substantial harmful effects. You must make a separate assertion of
confidentiality for each response and each record that you consider confidential. Submit a
written index for each record for which you assert a claim of confidentiality that includes the
following information:

1. Describe the response or document and nature of the information. For a document,
include the name of the author(s), the date the document was issued, the summary title, and
the names of the recipient(s).

2. Specify the portion of the response or document for which you assert a claim of
confidentiality by reference to page numbers, paragraphs, and lines, or specify entire
document.

3. Identify the basis of your claim.

If you believe that facts and documents necessary to substantiate confidentiality are
themselves confidential, please identify them as such so that EPA may maintain their
confidentiality pursuant to 40 C.F.R. Part 2, Subpart B.

IIl. Definitions

1. Unless specifically defined in this Request or in the CAA or its implementing regulations,
all terms used in this Request will have their ordinary meaning

2. The terms “document” or “documents” shall mean written documentation of any kind,
including those in a physical or electronic format. It includes any document in the
possession or control of the company or the possession or control of any person hired, or
working on behalf of, the company. A copy of a document rather than the original may
be provided; however, the copy must be an exact replica including any handwritten notes,
annotations, etc.
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3. The term “Williams Olefins, LLC,” or “Williams Olefins,” “Williams,” or “Company”
includes any officer, director, agent, or employee of Williams Olefins, LLC, including
any merged, consolidated, or acquired predecessor or any parent, subsidiary, division, or
affiliate thereof, and any related partnerships or limited partnerships.

4. The terms “you” or “yours” shall mean Williams Olefins, LLC, as defined in Paragraph
3, above, including the company or corporation, its subsidiaries, divisions, affiliates,
predecessors, successors, assigns, and its former and present officers, directors, agents,
employees, representatives, attorneys, consultants, accountants and all other persons
acting on its behalf. :

5. The term “Facility” refers to Williams Olefins, LLC’s Geismar Olefins Plant located at
5205 Highway 3115 in Geismar, Louisiana.

6. Words in the masculine shall be construed as the feminine, and vice versa, and words in
the singular shall be construed in the plural, and vice versa, where appropriate in the

context of a particular question or questions.

IV.  Information Requested

1. Who owns and operates the Facility?

2. Is the Facility a stationary source pursuant to 112(r)(2)(C) of the CAA, 42 U.S.C.
§ 74127 Are the heat exchanger vessels stationary sources pursuant to 112(r)(2)(C) of the

CAA, 42 U.S.C. § 74127 Is the propylene fractionation tower a stationary source
pursuant to 112(r)(2)(C) of the CAA, 42 U.S.C. § 74127

3. Limited to regulated substances identified at 112(r)(3) of the CAA, 42 U.S.C. § 7412, or
“other extremely hazardous substances” as used in 112(r)(1) of the CAA, 42 U.S.C.
§ 7412, please identify all substances produced, processed, stored, or handled at the
facility, including specifically any associated with the heat exchanger vessels and
propylene fractionation tower.

4. Was the heat exchanger vessel that exploded and burned on June 13, 2013, in use at the
time of the release, explosion and fire?

5. What substances were in the heat exchanger vessel that experienced a release, fire, and
explosion on June 13, 2013? '

6. When was the last time, before the release, fire, and explosion that occurred on
June 13, 2013, that the heat exchanger had been used? What had it been used for and
what substances had been involved in that use?





Re: Williams Olefins, LLC
Information Request

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

.” Was there a pressure relief device in operation on the heat exchanger vessel that

experienced a release, fire, and explosion on June 13, 20137 If so, then was the pressure
relief device in use? If not, then please explain why no pressure relief device was in use
on that day. How does Williams decide when to have pressure relief available to a piece
of equipment? Is there a written process for determining when pressure relief is needed

on equipment? If so, then please attach a copy.

When designing the facility why was the heat exchanger vessel located in such close
proximity to the propylene fractionation tower? Could it have been placed further away?
If not, then please explain.

Has the Facility performed a process hazard analysis related to the heat exchanger
vessels? If so, then was the possibility of a release, fire, or explosion in the heat
exchanger vessel identified as a potential issue? Please attach a copy of the document.

Has the Facility performed a process hazard analysis related to the propylene
fractionation tower? If so, then was the possibility of a release, fire, or explosion in the
heat exchanger vessel identified as a potential issue? Please attach a copy of the
document. -

Provide a detailed timeline of all relevant events leading to, and during, the
June 13, 2013, release, fire, and explosion at the facility.

Provide a description of the on-site impacts of the reléase, explosion, and fire that
occurred on June 13, 2013, including deaths, injury, or property damage.

Provide a description of the off-site impacts of the release, explosion, and fire that
occurred on June 13, 2013, including any impacts of blast, fire or explosion, shelters in
place, road closures, etc. Were there any injuries or deaths associated with off-site
impacts? ‘

Describe all activities undertaken by Williams Olefins in response to the June 13, 2013,
release, fire, and explosion at the facility to prevent or mitigate further releases, releases,
fires, or explosions at the facility.

Has Williams Olefins, LLC, or any contractor or any other party working on behalf of
Williams Olefins, undertaken an audit or investigation into the events leading to or causes -
of the June 13, 2013, release, fire, and explosion at the facility? If so, then please provide
a copy of any final or draft copies of the document.

Has any insurance company or anyone entity working on behalf of an insurance company
undertaken an audit or investigation into the events leading to or causes of the

June 13, 2013, release, fire, and explosion at the facility? If so, then please provide a
copy of any final or draft copies of the document.





Re: Williams Olefins, LLC
Information Request

17.

18.

19.

20.

2].

22.

Are you aware of any other audit or investigation into the events leading to, or causes of,
the June 13, 2013, release, fire, and explosion at the facility? If so, then please provide a
copy of any final or draft copies of the document that are in your possession. Otherwise
please identify the individual or entity that has undertaken the audit or investigation,
including a contact name, address, and other pertinent contact information.

Were there trouble shooting activities underway at the time of the release, fire, and
explosion on June 13, 2013? If so, then please describe what activities had taken place or -
may have taken place before the release, fire, and explosion. Were there standard
operating procedures (SOPs) for these activities? If so, then please attach copies of all
relevant SOPs. ‘

How many times had the Propylene Fractionator quench water system been trouble shot
for low flow prior to the release, fire, and explosion on June 13, 2013?

Describe the operations and maintenance history of the Propylene Fractionator quench
water system for the year prior to the release, fire, and explosion on June 13, 2013.

Does Williams Olefins have a standard of practice or other guideline delineating when a
standard operating procedure needs to be written for emergency or temporary operations?
Provide documentation of this standard or practice or guideline.

What is the schedule for mechanical integrity inspections, both internal and external, for
the EA-425B Propylene Fractionator Overhead Reboiler? What is the basis for this

| schedule?

23.

24.

25.

26.

217.

When was the last inspection of EA-425B Propylene Fractionator Overhead Reboilér?
Please provide the results of this inspection.

Please identify, and provide a copy of, any industry standard, internal standard, or
manufacturer’s recommendations you followed with respect to the mechanical integrity
of piping and related process equipment in the affected process unit/s associated with the
release, fire, and explosion on June 13, 2013.

On the inspection record of the EA-425A Propylene Fractionator Overhead Reboiler
dated October 12, 2010, (WMS_0009799), explain the absence of thickness
measurements documented for Test Points 1-28.

Were any mechanical integrity issues with EA-425B Propylene Fractionator Overhead
Reboiler known prior to June 13, 20137

What safety measures were in place at the time of the incident to prevent over
pressurization of EA-425B Propylene Fractionator Overhead Reboiler?





Enclosure B

Clean Air Act Section 114 Information Request
Statement of Certification

I certify under penalty of law that I have examined and am familiar with the information
in the enclosed documents, including all attachments. Based on my inquiry of those individuals
with primary responsibility for obtaining the information, I certify that the statements and '
information are, to the best of my knowledge and belief, true and complete. I am aware that
there are significant penalties for submitting false statements and information, including the

.possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing violations.

Signature:

Printed Name:

Office or Title:

Date:







6EN-A

EPA-R6-2015-000508 Requester agreed to accept a list of documents claimed as Confidential
Business Information.

Submitted on a disk dated Aug. 13, 2014

Question | File name Pages | Description
No.
3 WMS EPA 0000001 18 Registration information
4 WMS 0012143 2 Log pages 107 & 109 EA-425-A
6 WMS 0003701 1 Log page 58
WMS 0011435 14 Sample log
WMS 0012143 2 (duplicate see q 4)
WMS 0026207 8 Work order UW01140463 start date 6/30/11 and
UWO01135649 start date 3/24/10
WMS_0026418 1 Email 7/8/2011 11;34 am From Donald
Church to Parker Tucker cc Michael
Kudijaroff. Subject: notes before I go on
vacation
7 WMS 0009728 1 Process flow drawing
WMS_0049548 36 DG-5410 1/3/2013 Engineering Standards
Overpressure protection
8 WMS_0004986 352 Process Hazard Analysis (PHA) Study of the
Acetylene, Propylene, Methyl Acetylene,
Propadiene, and Ethylene Systems prepared by
MBD Rick Management Services, Inc.
September 2011
9 WMS 0004986 (duplicate see question 8)
11 WMS_EPA 0000019 Excel file list of worksheet names

Cover

1.Outline

Problem description
Timeline

Simplified PFD

2. Cause Map extended

2. Cause Map Abbreviated
3. Solutions

Parking lot items
Investigation action items
Calculations™

Photos*

Contacts (header line only)
Excel Instructions
Sheetl*

*Note some worksheets are blank






13

WMS_0012556

Dated 6/13 -6/14 LEL

WMS_0061934

Air sampling summary for June 13, 2013

WMS_EPA_0000020

Class certification report of John Kind, Phd,
CIH Center for Toxicology and Environmental
Health, L.L.C. 4/29/14

WMS_EPA_0000056

LDEQ Monitoring report 6/13/13

WMS_EPA_0000058

Technical report prepared by Dr. Paolo
Zannetti, EnviroComp Consulting, Inc. Title:
Atmospheric aspects of the Williams Olefins
Plant incident of June 13, 2013, in Geismar,
Louisiana 25 April 2014 Project: EC-13-010
Report: 14-04-25

15

WMS_EPA_0000114

56

114-115 LDEQ Incident Report 1D 149018

116-117 June 17 2013 Letter from Williams to
LDEQ

118-119 June 18 2013 Letter from Williams to
LDEQ

120-129 June 20, 2013 letter from Williams to
LDEQ

130- 133 June 21, 2013 Letter from Williams
to LDEQ

134-169 July 2, 2013 Letter from Williams to
LDEQ w/Att A& B

18

WMS_EPA_0000170

42

Williams Olefins Generic Area 8/5/2014
Geismar Olefins Plant 8.1.1.0 — thru 8.1.22.1

20

WMS_EPA_0000212

EA-425A & B handdrawn (illegible word)
piping

WMS_EPA_0000213

Avoid verbal orders forms 4/28/09 , 8/16/04,
2/27/12

WMS_EPA_0000214

Work order UW0O1352984 initiation date
6/3/13

WMS_EPA_0000218

Work order UWQ1353013 initiation date
6/4/13

WMS_EPA_ 0000221

w

Work order UW01333380 start date 4/5/13

WMS_EPA_0000224

Work order UWOQ1352779 initiation date
6/3/13

WMS_EPA_0000228

w

Work order UW01343944 start date 5/22/13

WMS_EPA_0000231

w

Work order UWO01347085 start date 6/4/13

WMS_EPA_0000234

Work order UW0Q1224086 initiation date
12/6/12

WMS_EPA_ 0000239

Work order UWQ1214724 start date 5/22/13

WMS_EPA_0000242

Work order UWQ01343273 initiation date
5/2/13

WMS_EPA_0000245

Work order UW01343943 start date 6/4/13

WMS_EPA_0000248

Work order UWQ1213665 initiation date
6/18/12






WMS_EPA_0000251

Work order UW01219642 initiation date
10/10/12

WMS_EPA_0000254

Work order UWQ01224087 initiation date
12/6/12

WMS_EPA_0000258

Work order UWQ01214707 initiation date
7/24/12

WMS_EPA 0000261

Work order UW01349579 start date 6/4/13

WMS_EPA_0000264

Work order UW01214931 initiation date
7127112

WMS_EPA_0000268

Work order UWO01313095 initiation date
1/29/13

WMS_EPA_0000272

Work order UWO1315660 initiation date
2/17/13

WMS_EPA_0000276

Screen shot Work order tracking
UWO1223965 status date 12/13/13

WMS_EPA_0000277

Work order UW01220294 initiation date
10/18/12

WMS_EPA_0000281

Work order UWQ01223961 start date
12/18/2012

24 WMS_EPA 0000284 CML Report equipment No. EA-425B
Inspection date Dec 8 2009
WMS_EPA 0000286 CML Report equipment No. EA-425B
Inspection date Nov 28 2005
25 WMS_EPA 0000388 CML Report equipment No. EA-425A

Inspection date Nov 29 2005






